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mattachedsheetofdrawingsinciudesthefoHowingchanges: 

,„ Fig . 5, Appltcants amend S4 ,0 indicate "Machtning (e.g., presstng/deformtng) iength 



sheet metal: 



Attachment: One Replacement Sheet. 
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REMARKS 



„ • , 8 10 12 and 13 are pending, witn c.aims 1 and 13 being written in independent 
Claims 1, 8-10, 12 ana ar r a prejudice or disclaimer, 

form. By virtue of this Amendment, Applicant cancels clarm 11 P 



I. Examiner Interview: , „ He d during the telephone mterview 

u»r id 1006 During the interview, Applicant presemcu 6 
conducted on December 14, 2006. Du g ^ ^ 

the alleged "new matter" objecnons and 1 «.) J- pnor „ 

^a-I— *• n^tXr.heinlew.Applican.amendsc.aim 

substitution conveys the same basic idea, i.e., 

machining) and considered scrap. n „ appearing 

The Examiner also expressed concern about the term a q 

inclaim.Spe^^ 
o P e— .occurs. 

holding in a subsequent operation. Amended claim 

n «,„hnp rlamoine" the wave shaped edges, 
occurs while clamping Exa miner agreed with. 

Aoohcant discussed a proposed amendment to Fig. 5, wmc 

various points discussed during the interview. 
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II. Alleged New Matter: , adde d to the application via the August 3, 

Th e Examiner objects to a couple of fearures (added to e ap 
20 06 Amendment, for allegedly lacking sufficient support m .he ong.na.ly 
Each feature is discussed separately below. 

The Examiner reasons .ha. .he specf, ^ ^ 

or may no, yield "wave shaped was«e porpons. For suppo* ^ 
in which a pre. may cut off MMM waves or wave poruons, 
„ecessanly wave shaped. Applicant disagrees. ^ 

MMM waves of .he wave shaped edge port. on 23 may ^ 

— 'JC:^— toap^a.e.ar.he 

me ,al sections) may reduce matena, wastage. However 

deleting .he objeCionable re™ "wave shaped wave porrmns as 

rs^-*^'*— ,,,,d,,, * , ' - rr d " 

^^^^^ 

a 13 15 or 17) are clamped during a pressing operation, otherwise 
section, e.g., 13, li or ; <u r nressing operation is completed, 

section 13, 15 or 17 would not be properly pressed. When the pressing 
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pressing operation. Thus, the spec completion of the machining 

rererstoponionao.theshee,™^^ 

operation. Certainty .hen, .he defamation and rem„v,ng fea.ures 



incorrect. 



ill Claim Rejections Under 35 USC §U2(l st ): 

III. Claim Keje ^ for ^ features 

tw Fxaminer rejects claims 1, 8, and tu i a uuuc 

mat «er objections. Applicant beneves that the Examtner . tncorrec, for 



in section II above. 



m xsssz — -tszjsl. 

• , m n As a path of least resistance, Applicant amends S4 of Fig. 5 to 
appearing in claim 13. As a path ^ change 

nressineMeformmg} length of sheet metal. Support 



'Machining g , pressing/dej 
is found at paragraph [0012] of the specification 



V Claim Rejections on Prior Art Grounds: 

laims 1 8 and 11-13 under 35 USC § 102(b) as being anticipated 

by US 4,681,001 to Uehlinger ~ , , Applicant 

^^^^^^^^^ 
respectfully traverses all of these rejection* 
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A. Independent Claim 1: „ c x« a f tPr 
dependent claim 1 defines a method that involves (among Cher .hmgs, after 
m acH i n i „ g ,remov,n g andre j e C fin gl fie W ave sh aped f orwa I dand f onow i n g ed g esftomeac h 

■ a f H hv claim 1 However, as pointed out in the August 3, 2006 Amendment, 
because la, g e portions of .he wavy ed g es of Uehh„ g er's sheer are occup.ed by bianlts 1c, 

WhiC n;li:ine X1 pom t , U ehfi„ g er isn o,pe rtta em,oa..remov in ~ 

after machining Thts is because UehKnger's sheer meral is scrofied (i.e., em rransverseiy and/or 
^naiiyand.henbianKedroprovideapiuraiiryofe.reuiardises.Eachcircuiarrhse.s 

to deformed 10 provide an end component 110, as shown in Fi g . 5c. The end component 110 
is not cut (or otherwise machined) to remove material. 

D rin g the interview the Examiner attempted ,o ar^e that the circular blanks (e. g c m 
Fig 3A, a. provided on the sheet of materia, by pmssin g and deformin, the sheet matena, (and 
,h « .his is done pnor to the scrol.in g and blankin g processes). A PP l.can. disagrees. In 

0 e to show a g enera, layout). The blanks are no,, however, physical* provided on me actual 

, ncr eased materia, hand„n g and additional equipment, which is con,ary ,o Ueh..n g er express 
objectives (see col. 2, lines 55-65). 

R Independent Claim 13: 

fndependen, Cairn ,3 defines a method rha. invoWes ,amon g other things) »removn g the 
,ead,„ g and the .railing wave shaped eriges from me formed >en g .h of shee. me.al." 

Th e Examiner a g ain ,ooxs » .he Ueh.in g er reference to reach each an eve^ «»- 

teaches that the sheet meta. is scrolled (i.e., cu, — ely and/or ,„„ g ,.ud.na.,y) and men 
nd compoen«n0,asshown i nF, g .5c.Theendcompone„ t n0,sn„,cur(oro.herw,se 
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. 'al Certainly then, the reference is not pertinent to removing wave 
machined) to remove material. Certainly m 
shap ed edges from the deformed length of sheet metal, as recited 

CONCLUSION 

the pending claims. fln d future replies, to charge payment 

Respectfully submitted, 

HARNESS, DICKEY, & PIERCE, P.L.C. 

By '' -~^e^R^o^065 



P.O. Box 8910 
Reston, Virginia 20195 
(703) 668-8000 
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